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The House met at 12:30 p.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. STEARNS).

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
June 14, 1999.

I hereby appoint the Honorable CLIFF
STEARNS to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING HOUR DEBATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 19, 1999, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning hour debates. The Chair will
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to 30 min-
utes, and each Member, except the ma-
jority leader, the minority leader, or
the minority whip, limited to 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5
minutes.

QUALITY OF LIFE IN PORTLAND,
OREGON, IS KEY TO GOOD JOBS
THAT STAY

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, |
came to Congress with a goal to help
the Federal Government be a better
partner working with State and local
governments, the private sector and in-
dividual citizens to promote livable
communities. In that capacity | am
used to people who are confused or are
perhaps even hostile to looking at
doing things differently. Change is not
easy. Some have difficulty imagining

different patterns of development in
our community.

The latest example of either confu-
sion or hostility was an article that ap-
peared in the New York Times this
weekend entitled The Scourge of New
Jobs. It was taking my community,
Portland, Oregon, to task for sup-
posedly discouraging new jobs by hav-
ing a modest surcharge on potential in-
crease in jobs as a result of an agree-
ment with the high tech company
Intel. The article was replete with er-
rors.

First and foremost, Portland does
not limit building permits, although it
does, | think very logically, focus on
where building and development should
take place. In fact, we have seen over
the better part of this decade dramatic
increase in building and development
in our community. Our area does not
limit jobs; in fact, to the contrary. We
have had rapid growth in employment
in the Portland metropolitan area;
over 180,000 jobs since 1990. But what
we have found is that the quality of life
is the key to attracting good jobs and
keeping them in our community.

Mr. Speaker, the sad fact is that de-
velopment seldom entirely pays for
itself through increased sales or prop-
erty taxes. Indeed, in our community,
as in many, when you have industrial
expansion like Intel, the strains poten-
tially on schools, public safety, roads
and the environment far exceed a mod-
est increase in the property tax. In this
case, the local government had agreed
to place a limit on the amount of prop-
erty that could be collected for the new
development. In exchange for this limi-
tation there was a thousand-dollar sur-
charge that was going to be assessed
against Intel if it exceeded an addi-
tional thousand jobs.

But put that in perspective. We are
talking about $12.5 billion of new in-
vestment. We are talking about a $200
million tax break. If somehow the com-
pany increased employment by more

than a thousand, that would only be a
million dollars to help the local com-
munity defer the increased costs. It
was clearly a good deal for the com-
pany, which is why they jumped at it,
and it reflects the fact that we want to
have balanced growth, not deteriorate
the quality of life for the businesses
and the individuals who already live
there.

At a time when suburban dwellers
are increasingly concerned about the
erosion of their quality of life, at a
time when small towns across America
are struggling to be economically via-
ble and retain their unique identities,
when central cities are struggling to
come back from years of economic de-
cline and decay, when a town like At-
lanta wakes up one day and looks at
the price of its unplanned growth, los-
ing job opportunities, for example, in
high tech, it makes what we are doing
in the Portland metropolitan area
worthwhile not just to look at, but to
carefully examine.

Mr. Speaker, | would be the last to
suggest that this ought to be a cookie-
cutter approach that everybody ought
to apply, but at a time when the Amer-
ican people demand and deserve more
livable communities, we ought not to
ignore any good examples.

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until 2 p.m.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 37
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until 2 p.m.

O 1400

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. REGULA) at 2 p.m.
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